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between the technique of
teaching "the law" be
tween then and now. Then the case
system was inviolate.
The capsule method
predominated. Contracts, property
torts, sales, agency, common-law pleading, trusts,
equity,
conflicts-whatever in anyone of these courses would
give some inkling that there was any other body of law
was minimized and
passed over with the same embarrass
ment that a
parent exhibits when asked "questions" by
the prying, but a graduate, who was not an
expert on
conditions precedent, subsequent, concurrent,
ence

.

few who concerned themselves with such
facets of the law as Interstate Commerce. This
concern was limited to
Saturdays, and I believe that Percy
Eckhart had a very small class. There was also a Satur
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given by Henry

Porter Chandler, the title of
known and research has not disclosed.
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Symposium on Labor Relations and La
bor Law which numbered
among its contributors Cyrus
Eaton, Lloyd Garrison, Lee Pressman, Wayne Morse,
and Paul Douglas. Number Four contained the
chapter
the
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post facto clause from Professor Crosskey's
soon-to-be-published book.
Volume Fifteen was almost
equally noteworthy. It
contained several articles on Illinois'
"antiquated consti
tutional and legal system," Professor Levi's famous In
on

ex

troduction to Legal Reasoning, and a
Symposium on
Atomic Energy tor Lawyers, as well as the first of
John
Frank's annual series for the Review on the
Supreme
Court Term. Volume Sixteen
brought forth a sympo
sium entitled Reflections on Law,
Psychology, and
World Government, with discussions
Robert Hutch
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ins, Wilber Katz, and the omnipresent Malcolm Sharp

among others. In Number Four of this volume Deans
Bigelow and Katz marked the retirement of George
Bogert, and Dean Katz passed some remarks on the

"curious system which enables the
Hastings School of
to reach national fame
through the rigid policies of
other schools."
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the first of the

to

Symposiums,

dependent,
independent, was one who had wasted his time. While
the graduate of today will
glibly advance the proposition
that employment contracts and construction contracts
have little or no
relationship with other contracts and
that the decided cases
involving these are based on dif
ferent and varying rules, the
graduate of the 1912 class
was of a different
opinion. There might be exceptions
there always were-but the basic and fundamental rules
were the same. The 1912
graduate who knew anything
about accounting was "a sport" but, on the other
hand,
he knew, or ought to have known, that
assumption of
risk would be a
fairly potent defense in a tort suit by
employee against employer.
There
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In its last

two

years of

publication

the Review's sym

posiums have reached maturity with an entire issue, in
cluding student work and book reviews, being devoted
to facets of a
single topic. The Symposium on Congres
sional Investigations in the
Spring of 1951 created a de
mand for an unprecedented second
printing; Volume
Nineteen's symposium was on The Modern
Corporation.
Volume Twenty, marking twenty
years of the Review
and fifty years of the Law School, will include a
topical
Symposium on Civil Rights and Liberties.
This recitation of some of the Review's
major articles
might seem to belie the earlier justification of a law re
view as training and education for its staff. And indeed
each class of editors strains to believe that its review is
unique, that its special brand of composition would not
rest
comfortably in other pages, and that the sea of law
reviews could not spill over into the
gap of its review's
absence. But leaving this matter to others so far as our
Review is concerned, the host of student notes has not
been mentioned because the cheerless, workman-like
jobs
do not lend themselves to fame.
They are for the recesses
of the office and the
weighing of delicately balanced ar
guments. The precision and refinement which goes into

the Coif established a
chapter at The University of
Law
School
in
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Chicago
spring of 1912, and five mem
bers of the class were initiated. The Dean characterized
the ritual as a cross between D.K.E. and the Masonic
Order. Since two of the initiates became Federal Circuit

may have found its way into many
fondly hope, but it is not for sep
arate mention. To it
goes a kind of anonymous glory,
and in it, however much we talk about

Judges,

lies

practiced law,

and the other two have
met with some little
success, the Dean may have been
wrong, unless, as has been intimated, intellectual prowess
is not essential for elevation to the bench
or, perhaps it
of law.
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